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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicants' after- final amendment filed July 19, 2006 has been entered. Claims 1-5 are 
pending in the instant application. 

2. In view of Applicant's after- final amendment filed July 19, 2006 and the amendment filed 
January 30, 2006, the finality of the last Office Action, mailed March 17, 2006, is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

In claims 1 and 4, the limitation of "the core material is absent from areas adjacent the 
shoe load introduction portion" (emphasis added) is not supported by the original disclosure 
because as shown in Figure 2 of the original disclosure, the core (64) is positioned between skins 
(64, 68) in an area that is adjacent to the shoe load introduction portion (50) (emphasis added) 
and the wheel load portion (60, 61). Although the original disclosure appears to have support for 
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the limitation that "the core material is absent from the shoe load introduction portion", the 
original disclosure does not appear to have support for the limitation, "the core material is absent 
from areas adjacent the shoe load portion" (emphasis added). Further clarification is required. 
Claims 2-3 and 5 are rejected as dependent claims. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claims 1 and 4, the limitation of "the core material is absent from areas adjacent the 
shoe load introduction portion" (emphasis added) is unclear because as shown in Figure 2 of the 
original disclosure, the core (64) is positioned between skins (64, 68) in an area that is adjacent 
to the shoe load introduction portion (50) (emphasis added) and the wheel load portion (60, 61). 
Hence, it is unclear what constitutes "areas adjacent the shoe load introduction portion." Further 
clarification is required. 

Claims 2-3 and 5 are rejected as dependent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-2 and 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Liu 
(US Patent No. 5,732,958) in view of Buzza et al (US Patent No. 5,625,999) and in further view 
of Artus (US Patent No. 5,934,692). 

Liu ('958) teaches the basic claimed process of making a skate frame including providing 
an outer layer (20) made from a fiber reinforced resin composite material, providing an inner 
core foam material (30), positioning said inner core (30) between the two side walls (22) of the 
outer layer (20) that is placed in a mold, heating said mold and, curing said resin to bond said 
inner core (30) to said outer layer (20) and form said skate frame (see col. 2, lines 22-30). 

Regarding claims 1 and 4-5, Liu ('958) does not teach a second outer layer and a 
decorative layer. Buzza et al ('999) teach a fiber reinforced resin panel having an outer 
decorative gel layer, an outer fiber reinforced resin layer, an inner foam core and an inner fiber 
reinforced resin layer that are bonded integrally together during the fabrication of said panel in a 
heated mold (see col. 4, line 66 through col. 6, line 23). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
for one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided a decorative layer and an additional inner 
fiber reinforced resin layer as taught by Buzza et al ('999) to the layup in the process of Liu 
('958) because, Buzza et al ('999) teach that the integrity and strength of the panel is increased 
because it is known that load transfer is more uniform if the inner foam core is sandwiched 
between two fiber reinforced resin layers rather than using a single fiber reinforced resin layer 
which would result in a weaker panel and also because, Buzza et al ('999) teach that a 
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decorative layer provides for improved aesthetic appeal, hence providing for an improved 
molded product. 

Further regarding claims 1 and 4-5, Liu ('958) in view of Buzza et al ('999) do not teach 
that the core material is absent from areas adjacent the shoe load introduction portion. Artus 
('692) teaches an in-line skate frame having core material (242) only in the shoe load 
introduction portion (absent from areas adjacent the shoe load introduction portion) (see col. 4, 
lines 37-49 and Figure 14). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art to provide core material in selected regions, such as the shoe load introduction portion, as 
taught by Artus ('692) in the in-line skate frame made by the process of Liu ('958) in view of 
Buzza et al ('999) because, Artus ('692) teaches that such an arrangement provides for 
improved vibration dampening, hence providing for an improved product. 

In regard to claim 2, Liu ('958) teaches an inner foam core, hence it is submitted that the 
density of a foam material is less than that of a fiber reinforced resin material. 
9. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Liu (US Patent 
No. 5,732,958) in view of Buzza et al (US Patent No. 5,625,999) and in further view of Artus 
(US Patent No. 5,934,692) and Benoit (US Patent No. 6,345,827). 

Liu ('958) in view of Buzza et al ('999) and in further view of Artus ('692) teach the 
basic claimed process as described above. 

Regarding claim 3, although Liu ('958) teaches using a thicker, enforced section (23) for 
mounting rollers (see col. 2,lines 5-9), Liu ('958) in view of Buzza et al ('999) and in further 
view of Artus ('692) do not teach the use of filler material to create said enforced portions. 
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Benoit ('827) teaches the use of a reinforcement (8L) (filler material) to form enforced portions 
that allow rollers to be mounted in the resulting composite skate frame (see col. 5, lines 45-52). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided 
reinforced sections of filler material as taught by Benoit ('827) in the skate frame obtained by the 
process of Liu ( c 958) in view of Buzza et aL ('999) and in further view of Artus ('692) because, 
Benoit ('827) teaches that the use of a reinforcement (8L) (filler material) allows for an 
improved product by forming a better mounting region for the rollers, hence providing for an 
improved product and also because, Liu ('958) suggests using a thicker, enforced section (23) for 
mounting rollers and all references teach similar end-products and materials. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed July 19, 2006 and January 30, 2006 have been considered 
and respectively, reconsidered, but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stefan Staicovici, Ph.D. whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1208. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on (571) 272-1 176. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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